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on the 9th there were sporadic "disturbances" in Bombay.  C
the 9th and 10th there were sporadic "disturbances" in sor.
of the other big cities as well. These were confined to peace*
^demonstrations and processions. It was towards the middle
'August that the situation really became serious. The sequer>
given in the  Government  pamphlet  thus  proves   Gandhi]
contention that it was the Government's initial action in t
form of the leaders' arrests en masse and subsequent heam
repression of peaceful demonstrations that goaded the peoj r
to the point of madness. The loss of self-control did not imp
Congress complicity. It implied that there were limits to hums
endurance. As for the Congress it had set no special stage for
mass movement in pursuance of Gandhi ji's proposal for Britis
withdrawal.  The  sole  charge  for  starting  it was  vested :
Gandhiji and he had taken no action nor issued any instructior
as he contemplated negotiations with the Government. Congrei
activity up to the night of 8th August, 1942, was thus confine
to resolutions only. The dawn of 9th saw the Congress im
prisoned. What followed was therefore the direct result of thx
Government action. The attempt "to paralyze the administra-
tion" on non-acceptance of the Congress demand only proved
the genuineness of the demand. "It sets the seal on its genuine-
ness by Congressmen preparing to die in the attempt to paralyze
an administration that thwarts their will to fight the combine
against democracy." (para 43).
The Government had frustrated the aspiration of India at
every step. Out of this frustration was born the cry of 'Quit
India* which gave body to the freedom movement. The Govern-
ment instead of appreciating their impatience to play their part
in the world crisis distrusted those who were associated with it:
By putting them in prison and obstructing constructive activity
they themselves became the greatest obstruction in war effort.
He asked therefore that the case against him and his col-
leagues should be withdrawn. He also requested the Govern-
ment to publish his reply.
To this the Government replied on the 14th of October that
the document had been published for the information of the
public and not to convince Gandhiji! His request for publication^
of his reply was met with a refusal and a veiled threat held out
that they reserved to themselves the freedom "to use at any
time and in any manner which they might think fit" the various
"admissions" contained in the communication which Gandhiji
had "voluntarily addressed" to them!